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PREF|ICE 



This report contains infomation t^ken from two surveys 
especially prepared for the National Bilingual Bicultural Institi^te 
held in Albuquerque, Nev Mexico, November 28 ~ December 1, 1973. 
Each of the surveys had a specific function as is inaicated in Hhe 
ititroduction. As the reader reviews the Statement of Goals.^f the 
Institute, it is clear that the Institute desired to impact the jlrends 

of Bilin^ttal Bicultural Education for the ,^JOe. In analyzing the 

" . " 

* X * findings of these two surveys, it has been found that the participants 

ac the Institute, more specifically the respondents of these two 
surveys, are indicating the significant expectations for Bilingual 
Bicultural Education. In view of the fact that there are some 220 
" respondents in «-he first survey and 190 respondents in the second 
^ J representing the view» of administrators, project coordinators, teachers, 

\ university professors, community and/ students, these findings take 

on greater significance. More important, these participants came 

\ 

from 25 states in thii^ country. Certainly then the findijn^il of this 
report can help set new trends for Bilingual Bicultural Education 

A few of the significant findings of this report are:^ 
. . • that the Language Maintenance Program is the more extensively 
utilized educational strategy of the two in terms of Spanish/ 
English language development '[Table 1.4, pp. 15-^16). 
. . . that a very'^high percentage (89.5%) of the respondents feel 
^ that Bilingual Bicultural Education should a continuous program 

^ from preschool to high school and it can be concluded there i6 strong 

i 
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suppoi^ for this poslti4n [Table 1.11, pp. 29^. 

. . . there exists a high priority in recruitment and hiring 

of Spanish-speaking teachers in th^ majority of the participants' 

district or project area; however, it must be noted that 12.7% 

strongly feel tnat hiring of Span^ish-speaking teachers is not a 

priority. A p^oint of further research should be a determination 

as to the identification of employment status of these respondents 

(Table 1.12, pp. 31-32]. V 

. . . that a very high percentage (95%) of tb4 participants felt . 
the teachers' knowledge of children and appreciation of the 
. . cultural environment of the community from which their students ^ 

derive should be given a high priority In the preparation of ireacjhers 
for .bilingual programs [Table 1.14, pp. 35-36]. ' 
... a very h/gh percentage (90.5%) of the respondents felt that ^ 
a high-priority be given to the teacher being bilingual [T^ble 1.16, 
pp. 39-40] . V 

, Further analysis of the respondents by categories will be made 
and will become an addendum to this report. 

We are extremely indebted to Joseph Garcia and Alex Per^lta, 
(doctoral candidites)^, ^and the research committee at the University of 
N^w Mexico. College of Education, wlv>se u'ntlring efforts have made this ' 
valuable information possible. It has been a wonder'ful educational 
experience and a joy working with them. 

Another purpose of. providing this report is t<^ urge Mi*' various 
states planning follow up institutes to conduct similar research so that 
a new badly needed body of knowledge can begin to be compiled. Not only 
will this process^improve subsequent institutes* but will give education 
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leadership a more accurate sense of what is going^on^in the various 
parts of the country, what is desired" and what is'hoped .for. 

It is our hope that the findings of this report-'will be utilized 
in not only setting trends for Bilingual Bicultural Education for the 
•70s. but will play its roJe in providing quality education for tlie 
llngt^istically and culturally distinct child in this country. ^' 

Certainly, we perceive this work as a valuable contribution of 
the Cbicano community toward Bilingual Bicultural Education and . • 
ultimately to Cultural Pluralism in America. 



Dr. Henry J. Casso 

Executive Secretary 

The National Education Task Force 

de la Raza 

1/18/74 
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THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL JJICILLTURAL INSTITUTE * 



PART j , 



TABLK 



1.1 Sex * . 9 

* » * 

1.2 iimploymeut Status w» n 

t/ ' ^ : * * * • • \ -"^-"^ 

1.3 LevcF of. Participation in Bilingual Bicultural Program ...:13 

1.4 Chuck the statement whicli best describes h i 1 ingua 1 program 

rc'^.,ir(i to Spauisli-English langua^ge dc^ulbpment % .....15 



a. Language Maintenance Program' 

b. transit ibnai Program 

Not directly involved In a bilingual program 
1.5' What extent are now knowledgeable of the ?ationale, conference 

activities^ aiid r4,'Comfi)er»da-tions of the 1966*Tuc3on Conf ercott- . . . 17 
1,6 What extenr has thV institiUe provided ii^fomatiori coacerning 
* important activities in Bilingual Bicultural Education 

^^^^^i-nce* 1966.'. 

\.l Which of the ^following bilingual bicultural exemplary projects 

^ did y^u attend?...... ^. . 21 

ae if^reschbol 

* , -b. Eleinentary Schoql , ^ ^ \ 

c. Middl'e Srh^oJ . ^ ^ ' 

d. Serondaiy School ^ -x 

♦ '* 

c. ('uinmunity Schi^ol ^ ^ * 

»■ ' * 

1 . rt-ache r Tr.i i m Ln^* 



i 

1.8 V>/h.it cxtiMvt 4ias the exemplary project p rov i (kd ycnt witli j'.re.it(r 
knovjjjrdKi* and cxpc rt i :;e in that nrua n f h i 1 i ,,^Mia 1 bimitur..! 
i'Uui.jtion ^ J 



1.9 Wiich of the following Work Labs did you attend?, 

a. National Legislative Action 

b. State Legislative Action 

c. Administrative Action 

d. Association Action 

e. Court Action 

f . ^ Coinmunity^ Action 

*' ■* 

1.10 Wliat ^extent has the Work Lab provided you ^ith . greater 

knowledge and expertise concerning major developments in 
,r Bilingual Bicultural Education - 

1.11 The^fllngual bicultural 4)rojgr4m of instruction should be 
conceived as a continuous program from p^reschool to 

high school , \ . 

1.12 Recruitment and hiring of Spanish-Speaking teacher i5 a high 

priority In my district or project ^rea. i \ 

In- preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what 
priority should be given to the following >/ 

1.13 a. The personal qualities of tl>t teacher. 

* / 

l.U \f. The teacher's knowledge of children and appreciation 

. of the cultural environment of the coi^munity form which 
•'their students derive. 

1.15 c. * Skills in the teaching proccs>^.. 

1.16 d. That the teacher be^jliugual. 
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cducat^m? /. .'t ... * .48 

2.4 ^,'The Institute provided information enabling to examine the 

various aspects' of Bilingual Bicultural Evaluation in school 

settings with high concent ratiotf of ethnic minorities 50 

' 2.5 The ^opportuniL ies provided by the institute should enable, to 

exahkne current programs and practices oS Bilingual Bicultural' 
Education as they iYfrluence public education in the U.S...^..., 52 

2.5 The review present and" pending state Bilingual Bicultural 



l^ducation legislation and. appropriations was lielpfiil 'in , 
\ . ' ' * 

) defining new directions for influencing future legislating; 

in Bilingnal Bicultural Education ^ .54 

2.7 The review pr<^sent and pending, national Bilingual bljrultural 
^ Education legislation ^nd appropriations vv?as helpful in dcf ining 

new directions for influencing future legislation in Bilingual 

Bicultural i:duc<ition ; .56 

2-H rh^^nst f tiite was useful in developing new tli tactions for 
inf luenc i nr, nat ioaal .lir.i s 1 nt;^ion in Uiliu^Mini BirtMtural 

Kducation for the- *70's SH 
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INTRODUCTION " , " 

This is an attempt to evaluate the results of the National 
Bilingxial Bicultural Institute* The evaluation teport consists of ^ * 
a chapter outlining the Institute's goals and objectives. An overview 
of the Institute is presented in the second chipter to provide the 
reader with a stunmary of the Institute's program and activities. Since 
two instruments were administered at the Institute, they will be 
analyzed and discussed in two different chapters. 

The third chapter consists of an analysis of the first instru- 
ment administered, the Formative Evaluation Questionnaire. The fourth 
chapter contains an analysis of the second instrument, the Summative 
Evaluation Questionnaire. The Analysis on both instruments is done 
for each item. 

Recommendations as reported by the participants according to 
Item #13 of the Summative Evaluation Questionnaire are reported on 
the fifth chapter. Finally, a chapter sunnnarizing the National Bilingual 
Bicultural Institute will highlight the evaluation results. 

Members of the Evaluation staff include: Joseph 0. Garcia, 
John Pacheco, Alex Peralta, Tina Peralta, Rosamaria Ruiz and Richard 
Sanchez . 

i 
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OVERVIEW OF THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL , ' 
• B I CULTURAL INSTITUTE 

* 

A National. Bilin^al BicultujraJ >In«titute co-sporfsgrred by ^ 
the National Education Task Force de la Raza and the National* Education 
Association was held on Novejnber 28 through December 1, 1973 in * 
Albuquerque, New Mexico. There were approximately 1,300 pSrticipants 
at the Institute ofj which* 679 formally rfegfatered according, to th^ 

computer listing,* The Institute attracted participants from 25 

* " - ' 

states and Mexico. The majority Of the participants came from five 
states and Washington, D.C. These indued: New Mexico, 240; Colorado, 
94; Texas, 92; Califorrtia, 75; Washington, D.C, 46; and Arizona, 33. 
These figures \represent registered participants only. 

Other states represented the Institute included: Florida, 
Gebrgia, Idaho, Indiana, Illinois, Kansas, Maryland, «assachu/etts, 
Michigan, Minnesota, New York, Nebraska, (Nevada, Ohio, Oregon, ^ 
Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, Washington, and Wisconsin. ^ 

On Wednesday evening, November 28, 1973, the Honorable Bruce King, 
Governor of the State of New Mexico, officially welcomed the approxi- 
mate ly 1,100 participants in attendance to the Institute. Following 
Governor King's official welcome, Ramon Huerta, Executive Commissioner 
of NBA, provided the opening remarks substituting for Dr. Helen Wise 

♦This list has been broken down by states, position, and 
organization and is available through the office of the National 
Education Task Force de la Raza; Albuquerque, T^Iew Mexico. 

' . / H0 12 



who was unable to kttend« The opening address j^as made by*Sefiator * 
Joseph M. Montoya from the State of Ne<M4^co entitled, "A U.S. ^, 
Senator*s Perspective of Bilingual Bicultural Education: Past, 
Present, and Future. ^ 

In Thursday rooming's general session Sr. Luis Saavedr^, 
Chairman ' of ^t he Albuquerque City Commission, and Dr» Fprrel Heady, 
President of. the University or New Mexico, welcomed the participants. 
Sr. Josue Gonzalez,* the speaker for the session/ pres^n^ed a paper 
entitled, "Growth Pains in Bilingxial BilculJUiral Education Since 
Tucson '66/' ^ # ^ 

FoHowing Mr. Gonzalez's address a ntunber of selected j)ilingual 
bicultural exemplary projects w^re highlighted. Projects with 4-5 years 
experience were recommended to^r^late success along with problem areas. 
They presented major and minor findings in their programs and mad«^ 
recommendations for. national and state legislation. A panel format 
was utilized to facilitate interaction* The exemplary projects were 
broken down into the following areas: preschool, elementary school, 
middle school, secondary school, community colleges, and teaching 
trainings-institutions. 

i 

The Thursday luncheon addresses were presented by Mr. James A. 

Harris, President-Elect of NEA, and Dr. Rupert Trujillo, Chairman of \ 

' , ^ \ 

the National Education Task Force de la Ra;sa. %s^^ > ' 

On Thursday afternoon, a series of Wot^ft'lBDS were helrf simul- 

taneofusly to provide participants the? opportunity to review and synthesize 

the information presented to aid in tfhe formulation of the Institute 
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poliition document. ,The Work Labs consisted of the foll^ing sessioni4 • 
National Legislative Action, State Legislative Actioii^, Administrative 
^ Action, Asspciat ion Action, Court Action, and Community ^ction. The 

Formative Evaluation Questionnaire was administered toward the conclusion 
of the Work Labs. * 

Thursday's Institute activities were concluded with Dr* John 
Aragon's, Director of Cultural Awareness Center, University of New 
Mexico, '"A Journey into a Cultural l^xperience/' The cultural experience 
consisted of music, poetry, and refreshments. 

Friday mbming the Institute b'egan by highlighting seven 
! nationally fi^ded bilingual bicultural projects. general session 

m 

followed with a special report presented by Mr. Samuel Ethridge, 
^ Director* of Civil and Human Rights Programs, NEA entitled, "Current 
Statistical Projection for the^Need for Spanish-Speaking Teachers."; 

/ J Friday's luncheon address consisted of an interact ion. panel. 

' r U.S. Representative Manuel Lujari from the State of New Mexico and 

U.S. Senator Floyd Haskell from the State of Colorado interacted with 
moderators from Thursday *s Work Labs on major Institute issues • A 
general session followed the luncheon addtesses consisting of reports 
from Thursday's work sessions in an effort to continue the development 



of the Institute position document. The Stnmnative Evaluation Question- 
naire was a<fiilnistered to the participants toward the end of the general 
session. To conclude Friday's activities the Institute provided its 
participants with a bit of cultural entertainment. 
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Saturday's activities were initiated with a general session 
in the form of a panel. Panelists consisted of officials representing 
the Department of Health, Education and Welfare, U^S. Office of Educa- 
tion, and the National Institute 6f Education who responded to issues 
and concerns in Bilingual Education stemming from the Institute Work 
Labs « 

A second general session followed with representatives of 
major organizations in American public education* Another attempt was 
made at this time to secure feedback from participants concerning the 
InsAtute by administering the Summative Evaluation Questionnaire to 
those participants who hadn't filled it out Friday aftemomi. 

At approximately 12:00 noon the Institute came to a conclusion 



as scheduled. 
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STATEMENT OF GOALS 

On November 28 - December 1, 1973 the National Education 
Task Force de la Raza and the National Education Association jointly 
sponsored a National Bilingual Bicultural Institute • The central 
theme of the Institute was entitled, "A Relook at Tucson '66 and 
Beyond/' The Institute was conducted at the Western Skies Motor 
Hotel, Albuquerque, New Me:icico. 

The Institute set fourth the accomplishment of three goals: 

To provide participants with alternatives and ojjtions to 
examine the various aspects of Bilingual Bicultural Education 
in school settings with high concentrations of Mexico-American 
students, i.e., coitonunity involvement, teaching prac^ces, 
teacher preparation, research, legislation, and courts actions. 

To provide opportunities for participants to examine current 
programs and practices of Bilingual Bicultural Education as they 
influence public education in the United States. 

jTo provide opportunities for participants to acquire greater 
knowledge, skills, and expertise that will enable them'to influence 
the direction of Bilingual Bitultural Education. 

The Institute also hoped to satisfy the following six 

objectives: ^ . 

t 

To review the rationale, /conference activities, and recom«- 
mendations of the 1966 Tucson conference. 

To review the important activitirSs^n Bilingual Bicultural 
Education since 1966.* y< 

/ i ^ 

^ To demonstrate exemplary Kilingual Bicultural Education ' 

programs which have been implremenied^ in school settings with 
high concentrations of Mexican -American students. 

To review present and pending state Bilingual Bicultural 
Education legislation and appro]^riati|ms. 

To review present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural 
Education legislation and appropriations. 



To d^>\^elop n^w directions for Bilingual Bicultural Education ^ 
in American education for the *70s which will lead to national 
legislation. 

• Two instruments in the form of questionnaires were developed 
specifically to assess the Institute* 3 goals and objectives by 
Joseph Garcia, Richard » Sanchez, Alex Peralta, grajpluate students at 
the University of New Meiftitcrand Thomas Saucedo, Negotiations Research 
Specialist for the National Education Association^ Dr. Henry J. Casso, 
Executive Secretary, National Education Task Force de la Raza; antf 
Tomas Villarreal, National Education Association. The evaluation 
of the National Bilingual Bicultural Institute will be based to a 

large extent on the^a^aiysis of both instruments, 

\ 
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AN ANALYSIS OF THE FORMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTION^fAIRE 
OF THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 



The Formative Evaluation Questionnaire is composed of two 

distinct parts. The first par^ consists of four items, which are 

^ ' t 
designee} to secure information about the participants. The desired 

information ^out participants consists of the participants' sex, 

emfployment status, level of participation in Bilingual Bicultural 

Programs, and the diescription of the bilingual program engaged in. 

The second part of' the questionnaire is composed nin^, items designed 

to secure information from the participants concerning the Institute. . 

The Formajtive , Evaluation Questionnaire is found in Appendix A. 

This particular questionnaire was administered midway through 
the Institute* on 'Thursday afternoon, November 29, 1973 at the end 
of the Work Labs Session scheduled between 2:00-3:30 P.M. Members 
of the Institute's Evaluation Staff* administered the instrument. 
There were 220 participants who responded to the questionnaire. 

The format of the analysis consists of two pages per item. 
Each item is ahalyzed individually. At the top of the first page 
appears the item as it appeared on the questionnaire. On the same 
page there is a frequency count from a computer printout ^showing how 
the 220 re'^pondents responded to this item. The second page consists 
of a narrative dealing with the purpose of the item and an analysis 
of the results. 



*The purpose was to see if the implementation of Institute 
design was on target in brder to guarantee maximum benefit for the 
participants "in order to assure that their personal objectives were 
being met. 



TABLE 1.1 



A FORMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE OF 
THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 



A. Sex: 



M 
"P 



VALUE ^ABEL VALUE 



_ . _ . 

ABSOLUTE 

"frequency 



ND RESPQMSC «*0 2 

MALE 1.00 / ll3 

FEMALE t«00 iOS 

irwM, tto 

■ ■) ' : 

f 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCV 
(PERCENT I 



*^«9 
51 .4 

iot*e 
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Purpose of the Item ^ 

^ ^ The intent of this item was to determine the percentage of ^ 
male and female participants in attendance at the Institute. 

Analysis of the Results ^ 

Of the total C220) res(pondents 2 or* .9% did not respond to 
this partic^ilar item. Of those responding, 113 or 51.4% wfere male 
Ihd 105 or 4/ 7% were female. Both sexes were almost eqilally repre^ 
scnted. The fact that the males excf^d the female^ by bnly 3,7% is, 
indicative that Bilingual Bi(-ulturar Education is a topic of concern 
to both sexes. 

\ 

Suggestions for Further Analysis 
^ and/or Future Research ' • ^ 

It would be interesting to ,leam if there exists significant? . 
u • - • 

* differences in how the mkles and females responded to the nine items 

concerning the Institute. "Also, it might be worth notinjj^ how the ^ 

sexe% size up in the otKer three respondent characteristic items . 
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TABLE 1.2 

B, Employment Status: (check the moat appropriate response) 

1^ 



Adinin 1 8 1 r a t o r 
^Project/Program Coordinator 
Teacher or Professor 

_Other (specify) 



Para Professional 
Community Representative 
'student 



/\ 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



^ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 

FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT I 



NO, RESPONSE * 


6m 0 


1 


0.5 


AOMI^NISTRATOR 




44 ' 


"ZO.O 


tPROJ COORDINATOR 




3T 


16.8 


TEACHER OR PROF 


3.00 


TO 


3t.e 


PARA PR^OFES^^ONAl' 


4.00 


4 


1«8 


COMMUNITY REP 


••00 


7 


3*2 


STUDENT^ 


6«00 


25 


11*4 


OTHER ^ 


7,00 


32 


J 4. 5 




TOTAL 


220 
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Purpose of the Item ^ 

The intent of this it^ was to secure ii^formation from tfhe 
respondent concerning employment status. The primary question beings - 
are the participants mostly administrators, teachers, or others? 

Analysis of the '.Results 

Of the total (220) respondents only 1 or .5% did not respond 
to this particular item. Of those responding 70 or 31.8% were teachers 
or professors (the group best represented); followed by 44 or 20% 
administrators; 37 or 16.8% project or program coordinators; 25 or 
11.4% students; 7 or 3.2% coramimity representatives, and 4 or 1.8% 
pairaprofessionals. There were 32 or 14.5% of the respondents who 
identified themselves in the "other" category. ' 

Suggestions for Further Analysis 
and/or Future Research 

It would be of interest to learn if any significant differences 

exist for each item among the six emplojTnent status categories. Of 

special interest would be to learn if basic differences exist among 

administrators, project coordinators, and teachers on any of the nine 

items concerning the Institute. 
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TABLE 1.3 

/-C. L«v«l of Participation In Bilingual Blcultural Programs^^ 

^ ftlementary School 

^Middle School _ 

Secondary School ^ 

District ^Federal 



^College/University 
Comnainity , 
State 



.Other (specify) 



_^Not Applicable 



4k 



\ 






• *. 




VALUE LAB6L 


VALUE 


ABSOHJTE 
FREQUENCY 

V 


RELATIVE 
* FRCQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 




NO RESPONSE 


OmO 


5 






ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 


1*00 


58 


26»a 




SECONDARY SCHOOL 


3«00 


17 






OIStRICT 




9 


4.1 




COLLEGE OR UN I V 


5* 00 


37 


16*8 




COMMUNITY 


e«oo 


5 




9 


STATE 


T«00 


a 


3. 6 




FLDERAL 


0^ 


6 


2.7 




OTHER 


9«00 


16 


7.3 




NOT APPLICABLE 


lOvOO 


I 7 


7,7 


\ 


MORE THAN ONE LEVEL 


1 t • 00 


4;? 


t9« 1 






•TOTAL 


220 


100.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the participants* 
level of participation in Bilingual Bicultfurai Programs. 

Analysis of the' Results , ^ 

Of the total (220) respondents 5 or 2.3% did not respond to 
thi^s item. Of those responding 58 or 26.4% were engaged in Bilingual 
Bicultural* Programs at the elementary level; tKis represents the highest 
level of participation. The second highest number of respondents, 42 
or 19.1% indicated they participated in more than one level. ^ The 
combination was primarily between elementary and secondary schools. 
There were no participants who responded as participating in Bilingual 
Bicultural Programs at the middle school level^ The third highest 
level of participation came from* respondents participating at the 
college/university level at 37 or 16.8%. j 

. The remaining respondents indicated thfeir level of participa- 
tidn in Bilingual Bicultural Programs as follows: secondary school 
17 or 7.7%, district 9 or 4.1%, community 5 or 2.3%, state 8 or 3.6%, 
federal 6 or 2.7% and "other" 16 or 7.3%. There were 17 or 7.7% of the 
respondents to which this item did not , apply. 

Suggestions for Further Analysis 
and/or Future Research ~ 

It would b^ of interest to learn if significant differences 

exist among the respondents from the various levels of participation 

in Bilingual Bicultural Programs in terms of their responses to the 

nine items concerning the Institute. 
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TABLE 1.4 - 

Check the statement belm which best describes your bilingual program with 
regard to Spanish/English language development. 

1* Language Maintenance "Program (The instructional program is 

designed to develop and expand the two languages and related 
cultures throughout the course pf the program.) 

2, Trangitional Program (Spanish is used in the instructional 

program for the Spanish- speaking child as a '^bridge" to 
,1 * learning English. Once the child has achieved an adequate 

command of English, Spanish is dropped from his instructional 
program.) 

3* Not directly involved iit a bilingual program. ( 

\ 



VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTfe RELATIVE 

FREQUENCY FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT) 



N<} RESPONSE 


0«0 


8 


3«6 


LANG MAiNt PROGRAM 


uoo 


I C? 




TRANSITIONAL PROGRAM 


2«00 


28 


12.7 


NOT INVOLVED BIL PGM 


3«00 


74 


33* 6 


MORE THAN ONE CHECK 


4«00 


B 


3t6 




TOTAL 


220 


100«0 



V 



' Purpose of this 

The intent of this item waa to determine thie type of Bilingual 
Bicultural Program the respondejats are engaged in with regard to Spanish/ 
English language develoQment^ Two options were made available: Language 
Maintenance Proj^fam and the Transitional Program. 
Analyals of tlie Results 

Of the total (220) respondents 8 or 3.6Z did not respond to this , 
particular item. Of thode responding 102 or 46. 4Z indicated they ejaployed^ 
the Language Maintenance Program with regard the Spanish/English 
language development. TWenty-eight «or 12.7Z of the respondent! Indicated 
thay employed the Transitional Program in language development. There were 
74 or 33. 6Z of the respondents who indicated they were not directly involved 
in a bilingual program. Such a relatively high percentage of respondents 
not directly involved in a bilingual program suggests that the' Institute 
was able to attract it| relatively high percentage of participants Interested 
in the subject of Bilingual Bicultural Education. The remaining 8 or 3.6Z 
of the respondents indicated they utilized both the Language Maintenance 
Program and Transitional Program in language development. 

Given these results it can be said that the Language Maintenance Program 
is the more extensively utilized educational stra'tegy of the two in terms of 
Spanish/English language development.* 



* In another sarv^y of the 58 Title VII ESEA fifth year funded projects with 
high concentration of Mexican American students, developed at the Task Force 
Office, to be completed the end of January 1974, thid finding is substantiated 
since it is found that 87Z of the respondent directors indicated using the 
Language Maintenance Bilingual Bicultural Education strategy in comparison 
to 13Z using a Transitional Bilingual Bicultural method. These respondent 
projects are located in Arizona, California, Colorado, New Mexico, Texas, 
Illinois, Wisconsin, and Florida. 
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^. TABlffi 1.5 

(PlMse clrcli the numerical retjwmse that be»t approximates your choice.) 
t. Tp what extent are you now knowledgeable of the rationale, conference activities. 



and racomroendatlons of the 1966 Tucson Conference. 



Not 

Knowledgeable 
1 



0 



Very 
Knowledgeable 

' > 5 



VALUE LABEL. 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT I 



NOT KNOWLEDGEABLE 1*00 

2«00 
3«00 
4mOO 

VERT KNd^LEDGEABLE 5»00 

TOTAL 



45 

47 

73 
37 
1 8 
220 



20«5 
2U4 
33«2 
I6«8 

l«0*0 



1 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its first stated objective which 
reads: '•To review the rationale^ conference activities, and recom- 
mendations of the 1966 Tucsoiji conference/' 

Analysis of the Results 

All 220 respondents responded to this particular item. *0f 
those responding 92 or 41.9% felt they were not knowledgeable. of the 
rationale, conference activities and recommendations of the 1966 
Tucson conference. One of the primary reasons for this figure being 
so high is that Dr. Helen Wise, President of the National Education 
Association, was not present to make her openinjj remarks on "An 
Historical Review of Tucson *66." 

Given that situation there were still 55 or 25% of the respond- 
ents who felt they were knowledgeable of the essence of the *66 'Tucson 
conference. Seventy-three or 33.2% of the respondents felt indifferent 
toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
partially successful in accomplishing its first stated objective so 
far as the majority of the participants were concerned. 
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TABLE 1^6 

To what extent has ti^ Inttitute provided you information concerning important 
activities in Bllingt|al Bicultural Education since 1966. 

Very Very 
Little Much 
1 2 3 4 5 



VALUE LABEL VALUE 



HQ RESPONSE 0«4) 
VERY LITTLE I • 00 
. 2#00 
3.00 



VERy MUCH 



A(» 00 
TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



Z 
22 
34 

80 

58 

220 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT I 



0.9 
1C«0 
15*5 
36«4 
26«4 

I 

10« 9 
100«0 



/ 



Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its second stated objective which 
reads: "To review the important activities in Bilingual Bicultural 
Education since 1966/' 

'•V 

Analysis of the Results 

^ — * — 

Of the total (220) respondents, 2 or .9% failed to respond 
^o this particular item. Of those responding 56 or 25.5% felt the 
Institute had provided little information concerning important activi- 
ties in Bilingual Bicultural Education since 1966. On the other hand, 
82 or 37.3% felt the Institute had provided them with much of the 
similar type of information. There were almost just as many respond- 
ents, 80 or 36.4% who were indifferent toward this item. 

There were two particular addresses designed* at accomplishing 
this objective. One was by Dr. Helen Wise entit4ed ''An Historical 
Review of Tucson" and the other by Dr. Josue Gonzles entitled 
"Growth Pains in Bilingual Bicultural Education Since Tucson '66." 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
partially successful in accomplishing its second stated objective. 
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TABLE 1.7 

9 

3. Which "of the follofuriftg bilingual bicultural exemplary projects did you attend? 



Preschool 
BlCn>entary School 
^Middle School 



Secondary School 
Coinmunity College 
Teacher Training 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY f 
CPERCENTI 



NO RESPONSE 


0« 


0 






PRESCHOOL 


u 


00 


23 


10«5 


ELEMENTARY SCHOOL 




00 


56 


25«5 


MlOOLfc: SCHOOL 

4 




00 


7 


3.2 


SECONDARY SCHOOL 




00 


2 0 


9« 1 


COMMUNITY COLLEGE 




00 


6«4 


TEACHER TRAINING 


6. 


00 




23«6 


MORE THAN ONE CHECK 


?• 


00 


30 


13«6 




TOTAL ^ 


220 


I00«0 
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Purpose of the Item * * Jf- 

The intent of this item was to determine which levels of educa- 
tion had the highest number and percentc^ge of participants* interest 
and attendance. * . 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (220) respondents 18 or 8.2% did not respond to* 
this particular item. A possible reasion for such a high number not ' 
responding is that perhaps a large percentage of these respondents 
did not attend the projects. Of those responding 56 or 25.5% attended 
the exemplary projects dealing with elementary school; 52 or 23.6% 
attended tfee projects dealing with teacher training; 23 or 10.5% 
attended the projects dealing with preschool; 26 or 9.1% attended 
the projects dealing with secondary school; 14 or 6»4% attended the 
projects dealing with community college; and 7 or 3.2% attended the 
projects dealing with middle school. There were 30 or 13.6% of the 
respondents who indicated tltey had attended more than one of the 
bilingual bicultural exemplary projects. 

(jliven these results it can be said that the greatest participant 

interests in Bilingual Bicultural exemplary projects lie in the areas 

if 

of elementary school and teacher training. 
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TABLE 1.8 



T<? what extent has the exemplary project provided you with grater knowledee 
and expertise in t\^t area of bilingual bicuLtural education. V 



Very 
Little 
1 



Very 
Much 
5 



VALUE CMeiI VALUe 



ABSOLUTE 
'FREOUENCV 



RELATIVE 
FaEOUENCV 
( PERCENT I 



NQ RESPONSE 0*0 

VERY LITTLE 1,^^ 

3m00 
A«00 

VERY MUCH S«00 
TOTAL 



1 9 
27 
3S 
7A 
A2 
23 
220 



8«6 

I2«3 

33«6 
i9«i 
i0«5 
iQO«0 



r 
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Purpose of the Item 

^ The intent orf tl/is itea was to determine the extent to which 

the exelfaplary project provided its participants with greater knowledge 
and ejqsertise in that area of Bilingual Bicultural Educ£^tion. 

'/ - 

Analysis of the Results J 

Of the total (220) respondents 19 or 8,6% failed to respond 

* * 

to this partictflar item* Of those responding 62 or 28.2% felt the 
exemplary projects had provided them with little knowledge and expertise 

V 

in that area of Bilingual Bicultural Education. On the other hand, 
65 or 29*6% of the respondents did feel the exemplstty projects had 
provided them with greater knowledge and expertise. However, an ever 
greater number of the participants, 74 or 33.6% felt indifferent 
concerning this item. . i 

Given these results it can be said^ at best, that the respond- . 
ents were almost equally divided on determining if the exemplary project 
had provided them with greater knowledge and expertise in Bilingual 
Bicultural Education. ^ 

Suggestions for Further Analysis ^ 
and/ or Future Research 

It would be interesting to learn which of the groups outlined 

in the previous item (#3) had acquired the greatest knowledge and 

expertise from the exemplary projects they attended^ 



TABLE 1.9 

5*. ^ Which of the following Work Labs did you attend? (check only one) 



National Legislatlrve Action 
[^State J.egi8lative Action 
'Administrative Action ' 



VALCTE LABEL 



VALUE 



Association Action 
_^Court Action 
"community Action 



ABSOLUTE 
FPE OUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
I PERCENT I 



2S 



HO RESPONSE 


0«0 


A 


ua 


NATL LEGIS ACTION 


1.00 


30 


13*6 


StAtE LECIS ACTION 


2*00 




35*0 


ASSOCtATION ACTION 


3m00 


^o 


4.5 


ADMINIS ACTION 


♦ f 00 


15 


6.6 


COURT ACTION 




39 


IT.T 


COMMUNITY. ACTION 


6«00 


37 




MORE THAN ONE CMEdK 


7#00 


6 






TOTAL 


220 


10O»0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine which of the Work 
Labs had the greatest interest and attendance by the participants • 

Analysis of the Results • 

\)f the total (220) respondents 4 or 1-8% did not respond to 
this item. Of those responding 77 or 35% attended the State Legislative 
Action Work Lab; 39 or 17. 7%. at tended the Court Action ^JWork Lab; 37 
' or 16.8% attended the Community Action Work Lab; 30 or 13.6% attended 
* the National Legislative Action Work Lab; 15 or 6,8% attended the 

Administrative Action Work Lab; and 10 or 4*5% attended the. Association 
Action Work Lab. Eight or 3.6% respondents indicated they attended 
more than one Work Lab. 
* Some of the Work Labs continued beyond their scheduled time; 

hence, not all the participants present at those Work Labs had the 
opportunity jto fill out the questionnaire. 

Given these results it can be said that the State Legislative 
Action Work Lab was. the Work Lab with the greatest number of 
respondents . 

' • . \ 

M 11 
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TABLE 1.10 

6f To what extent has the Work Lab provided you with greater knowledge and expertise 
concerning major developments in Bilingual Bicultural* Education. . ^ 

Very • Very 

Little f Much 

1 2 3 4 5 ^ * 



VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIV^ 

FREQUENCY FREQUENCY 
' (PtRCENTI 



NO RESPONSE 0# 0 7 3«2 

VERY LITTLE l.OO* 9 A#I 

2«00 3t 14.1 

3«00 70 31 

4*00 79 35*9 

VERY MUCH S«00 24 1 0« 9 



TOTAL 220 I00«0 



ERIC 



Purpose of the Item 

The intW of this item was to determine the extent to which 
the Work Labs had provided the participants with greater knowledge 
and expertise concerning major developments in Bilingual Bicultural ' 
1Bducation« ^ 

Analysis o^ the Results 

Of the total (220) respondents 7 or 3.2% failed to respond to 
this particular item. Of those responding 40 or 18.2% fejlt the Work 
Labs had providiid to a limited e:ctent greater knowledge and expertiip 
concerning major developments in Bilingual Bitultural Education. On 
the other hand 103 or 46.8% of the respondents felt the Work Labs had 
provided them with greater knowledge and expertise. Seventy or 31.8% 
of the respondents felt indifferent toward this item. ^ 

Given thescr^ results it can be said that the Work Labs were 
successful in providing the participants with greater knowledge and 
expertise concerning major developments in Bilingual Bicultural 
Education. 

Suggestions for Further Analysis 
and/or Future Research 

It would be of interest to learn which of the Work Labs n 

participants as outlined in the previous item (#5) had acquired the 

greatest knowledge and expertise from the particular Work Lab attended. 



TABLE lAl 



The bilingual blcultural program of instruction should be conceived as 
continuous program from preschool to hijgh school. 



Strongly 
Agree 
1 



Strongly 
Disagree 
5 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



NO RESPONSE 0«0 
STRONGLY AGREE UOO 

2»00 
3«00 
4« 00 

STRONGLY DISAGREE 5«00 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



5 

187 
10 
5 
2 
1 1 
220 



RELATIVE 
FREOUFNCY 
< PERCENT I 



2«3 
8S«0 

2»3 
6*9 
SmO 
100#0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of thii item was to determine the participants" 
attitude concerning Bilingual Bicultural Education as a continuous 
program from preschool to high school. 

Analysis of th,e Results 

\ 

Of the total (220) respondents 5 or 2.3% did not respond to 
this particular item. Of those responding 197 or 89.5% felt that 
Bilingual Bicultural Education should be a continuous program from 
preschool to high school. On the other hand there were 13 or 5.9% 
who fe?lt that Bilingual Bicultural Edj^cation should not be a contuiuous 
program. Only 5 or 2.3% of the respondents felt indifferent toward 
this item,. 

Given these results it can be said that a very high percentage 
(89.5%) of the respondents feel that Bilingual Bicultural Education 
should be a continuous program from preschool to high school and it 
can be concluded there is strong support for this position . 
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TABLE 1.12 



Recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers is a high priority in 
district or project area. 

Strongly Strongly 
Agree Disagree 
1 2 3 4 5 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



NO RESPONSE 0« 0 

STRONGLY AG«EE I #00 

2#00 
3«00 
4«00 

STRONGLY DISAGREE 5«00 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



1 1 
99 
24 
39 
I 9 
2S 
220 



RELATIVE 
FREOUENCY 
C PERCENT I 



S«0 
A6#0 
I0«9 
17.7 

B«6 
\2.7 
100«0 
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Purpose of the Item 

^The intent of this item was to determine the degree of commit- 

raent as a high priority in recruitment aftd hiring of Spanish-speaking 

teachers in the participants* district or project area* 

Analysis of the Results \ 

Of the total (220) respondents ll' or 5% failed to respond 
to this jiarticular item^. These were 123 or 55,9% of the resjjiondents 
who felt the recaruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers was 
a high priority in their district or projjett area. On the oth€r 
hand, there were 47 or 21.3% of the respondents who felt a high 
priority in the recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers 
was lacking. Thirty-nine or 17.7% of the respondents were indifferent 
concerning this item. 

Given this result it can be said that there e:^sts a high 
priority in recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers in 
the majority of the participants^ district or project area; however, 
it must be noted that 12.7% strongly feel that hiring of Spanish- 
speaking teachers, is not a prior ijty. A point of, further research 
should be a determination as to the identification by employment 
status of these respondents, i 
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TABLE 1*13 

In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority should be 
given to the following: 



High 
Priority 

(a) the personal qualities of the teacher. 1 2 



Priority 
5 



VALUE LABEL VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT I 



NO RESPONSE 


0« 0 


7 


3«2 


HIGH PRIORITY 


I -.00 


isj 


69«5 




2#00 


26 


1 1«8 


\ 


9#00 


24 


10«9 




4«00 


6 


2*7 


LOW PRIORITY 


9« 00 


4 


1#6 




TOT AC 


220 


100«0 



/ 
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Purpose of th» Item 

I The intent of this item was to deteiinine the priority of 
teacher preparation for bilingual programs with regards to the 
persdnal qualities of the teacher. 

1 ■ 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (220) respondents 7 ot 3.2% did not respond to 
this item. Of those responding 179 or 81.3% of the respondents ^ 
felt the personal qualities of the teacher should be a high priority 
in the preparition'^of teachers for bilingual programs. Only 10 or 
4»5% ofi the respohdents felt that the personal qualities of the 
teacher should be given a low priority. Twenty-^:^our or 10.9% of the 
respondents felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that a high percentage 
(81.3%) of the participants felt the personal qualities of a teacher 
should be given a high priority in the preparation of teachers for 
bilingual programs. \ ~ 
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• TABLE 1,14 

In preparation of tc^achers for bilingual programs, what priority should be 
given to the follcRi/ing: 



(b) The teacher's knowledge of children 
and appreciation of ^the cultural 
environment of the community from 
which tkair Btudents derive. 



High 
Priority 



Low 
Priority 



VALUE LA5EL 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



ACLATtVE 
FREQUENCY 
t PERCENT I 



NO RESPONSE 


0*0 


e 


2.7 


MtGH PRIORITY 


1*00 


203 


92*3 




2*00 


6 


2*7 




3*00 


% 


. 0*9 


LOM PRIORITY 


9* .00 


3 


U4 




TOTAL 


tto 


100. • 



\ 
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Purpose of the Itep ^ 

Tlie intent of this itefi was to determine the priority of teacher 
preparation for bilingual programs with regards to the .teachers ♦ knowl- 
edge of children and appreciation of the cultural environment of the 
coBittunity from which their students derive* 

^Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (220) respondents 6 or 2.7% did not respond to ^ 
this particular item. Of those responding 209 or 95% felt that the 
teachers* knowledge of children and appreciation of the cultural environ- 
ment of the community from lAich their students derive 'should be given 
a high priority in the preparation of teachers for bilingual programs. 
There were 3 or 1.4% of the respondents viho felt this should be a low 
priority. Two or .9% of the respondents were indifferent concerning 
this item. 

Given these results it can be said that a very high percentage 
(95%) of the participants felt the teachers' knowledge of children 
and appreciation of the cultural environment of the community from 
which their students derive should be given a high priority in the ^ 
preparation of teachers for bilingual programs. 







.... 

57 

* 








\ ^ ^ TABLE 


1.15 


* 


9* In preparation df Hreachere for bilingual programs, what priority should be 
given to the following: 


(c) Skills in the teach inr; process. 


High 
irrior icy 
1 

• 


* 

Low 'v. 
Priority \ 
' 3.4-5 J 


VALUE LASEL VALUE 

# 


ABSOLUTE 
.FREQUENCY 


RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT! 


NO RESPONSE 0#0 




4.5 


HIGH PRinPlTY t^Oft 


i 

1 4Q 


AT A T 

O t • r 


2.00 


30 


17.3 \v 


3*00 


13 


5.9 




7 


3.2 


LOM PRIORITir 5*00 


3 


1.4 


TOTAU 


t20 


100.0 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the priority of 
teacher preparation for bilingual programs with regards to the skills 
in the teaching process* 

Analysis of the Results ^ . 

Of the total (220) respondents 10 or 4.5% did not respond to 
this item. Of those responding 187 or 85% felt the skills in the 
teaching process should be given a high priority in the preparation 
of teachers for bilingual programs* There were only 10 or 4*6% of 
the respondents who felt the skills in the teaching process should 
be given a low priority. Thirteen or 5.9% of the respondents felt 
indifferent toward this item* 

Given this result it can be said that a high percentage (85%) 
of the participants felt the skills in the teaching process should be 
given a high priority in the preparation of teachers for bilingual 
programs . 
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TABLE 1.16 



9* 



In preparation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority ahould be 
Riven Co the following: , 



(d) That the teacher be bilingual, 



High 
Priority 
I 2 



Low 
Priority 
4 5 



VALUE LA8EL 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENTI 



NO RESPONSE C»0 
HIGH PRIORITY 1 • 00 

2«00 
3»00 
4*00 

LOW PRIORITY S^OO 
TOTAL 



3 

168 
31 
13 
2 
3 

220 



U4 
14*1 

0*9 



-4^ 



ERIC 



40 



ose of the Item 



The intent of this item is to determine the priority in teacher 
preparation for bilingulftl programs in terms of jbhe teacher being 
bilingual. 



Ana>tyafi$ of the Results 

Of the tptal (220) respondents 3 or 1*4% did not respond to 
this particular item. Of thiose responding 199 or 90.5% felt that 
a high priority be given to the teacher for being bilingual. * On the 
other hand, 5 or 2.3% of the respondents felt that a low priority be 
given to the teacher for being bilingual. There were 13 or 5.9% of 
the respondents idi<» felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given thes^ results it can be saii^^^at a very high percentage 
(90.5%) of the respondents felt that alugh priority be given to the 
teacher being bilingual. ^ 
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The Formative Evaluation Questionnaire was designed to secure 
infomation about the participants and information from the participants 
concerning the effectiveness of the Institute, More specifically, 
this instrument attempted to secure the type of information needed by 
the Institute architects to make any necessary modifications in the 
Institute's agenda if the participants so indicated. 

Within a few hours after the administration of the questionnaire 
the Evaluation staff had compiled the results and presented them to 
the Institute -architects for examination to determine if any immediate 
changes were required. As is evident by the results, no changes in 
the Institute's agenda was required- 

The second instrument administered was the Sunmative Evaluation 
•Questionnaire. The intent of this instryinent was also to secure 
information about the participants .and information from the participants 
concerning the overall impact of the Institute. Thii instrument 
differs from the former in that this instrument was designed specifically 
to assess the success of the Institute in fulfilling its goaU and 
objectives. An analysis of this instrument ensues. 
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AN ANALYSIS OF THE SUFWATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE 
OF THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 



The Suramative Evaluation Questionnaire like the formative 
Evaluation Questionnaire is composed of two distinct parts. The 
first part is composed of two items which are intended to secure 
information concerning the participants* characteristics, namely; 
the participants* ethnic identification and employment status. The 
§econ4 part of the questionnaire is composed of 13 items designed 
to secure information from the participants concerning the Institute. 
The Summative Evaluation Questionnaire is found in Appendix B. 

This particular instiliment was administered ^t ^wo different 
times. Th^ first and originally intended administration of the instru- 
ment was Friday afternoon, November 30, 1973 at the en<< of the General 

Session scheduled from 4:30-5:30 P.M. TTie^questionnaire was admiilii^tered 

\ 

to all participants present at that meeting. The fatt that only 118 
participants responded to therquestionn^rire suggested that pferhaps ' 
another administration was needed to increase tKb sample /ize and 
hence get a better reflection. ^ . * 

TTie following day on Saturday morning during \:he Second and > \ 
Third General Ses^i^ons bet^ween 10:00 A.M. and iVrOO P.M., the Sumn^ative 
Evaluation Questionn^^ire was administered again by % the Evaluation 
staff. An, additional 72 questionnaires were coijrpleted at that time 
by participant^ who had not formerly completed the questionnaire the 
day befor^u^ The questionnaires have been coded so as to distinguish 
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between those ^completed Fridmy from those questionnaires completed 
Saturday. It would be interesting to learn if the one-diay difference 
in the administration of the instrument fnade any significant difference 
in participants' response with any given item. Such a task is left to 
the curious researcher to investigate' at fiis convenience* 

The format of the analysis is similar to that of the Analysis 
of the Formative Evaluation Quest ionfiai re. Each item of the question- 
naire is analyzed individually. At the top of the page appears the 
item "lis it appeared on the questionnaire. On the s«ne pagf. there 
is ifa frequency, count that shows how the 190 respondents responded to 

that particular item. The following page consists of a narrative 

v. 

dealing with the purpose of the item and an analjrsis of the results. 




TABLE 2.1 



A SUI*1ATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE OF 
THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 



/. 

Ethnic I.D. 



VALUE LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE RELATIVE 

VALUE LABti. FREOUENCV FREQUENCY 

C PERCENT I 



HO AE^PONSE 


#•0 


13 


6«e 


CHICANO 


l«00 


S5 


44«7 


MEXICAN AMERICAN 


t«oo 


41 


2I«6 


ANGLO 




IB 




OTHEft 




33 


17#4 




TdTAC 


190 


I00«0 



ERIC 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to identify the ethnic composition 
of the Institute's participants. Categories were not preselected to 
avoid bias in the participants' response. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the 190 participants that filled out the questionnaire 
13 or 6.8% did not, for some reason or other, respond to this particular 
item. It is interesting to note that 85 or 44.7% of the respondents 
wrote "Chicano(a)" as their Ethnic I.D. On the other hand, 41 respond- 
ents or 21.6% identified themselves as ''Mexican -American." Of the 
total respondents 18 or 9.5% were "Anglo." The 33 or 17.4% of the 
respondents that constitute "Others" are composed of all other Ethnic 
I.D.'s not included above. Such Ethnic I.D.'s included:* Spanish, 
Irish^American, Puerto Rican, Spanish-American, Latin, Boricua, Navajo, 
A.S.S. , and Negro. 

Suggestions for Further Analysis 
and/or Future Research 

It would be of interest to compare the responses among the 
respondents who identified themselves as Chicano, Mexican -American 
and Anglo. Of special interest would be the comparison for each item 
between the Chicano and Mexican-American respondents to determine if 
differences in item responses exist on the basis of ethnic identifica- 
tion within the same basic minority. 



*These classifications were so stated by the respondents. 



TABL*- 2.2 



*, 



Eaployment Status: (check the wo%t appropriate response) 

Administrator Para Professional 

Project /Program Coordinator Community Representative 

Teacher or Professor Student 

pthet^ (specify) 



VALUe LABEL VALUE ABSOLUTE AELATIVC 

FREQUENCY FREQUENCY 
I PERCENT) 



NO RESPONSE 


9m 0 


4 


Zml 


AOMINISTRATOR 


UOO 


41 


2U6 


PRO J COORD INATOH 


Mm 00 


35 


18«4 


TEACHER OR PROF 


3m 00 


53 


27»9 


COMMUNITY REP 


S«OC 


9 


4^7 


STUDENT 


9m 00 


26 


13«7 


OTM|R 


7m 00 


. 22 


1 1«6 




TOTAL 


190 


I00«0 
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Purpose of the Item 

Even though this question was asked on the Formative Evalxiation 
Questionnaire, the intent here Is to provide the opportunity for 



eaeh of the questionnaire items concerning the Institute. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the 190 participants that filled out the questionnaire 
4 or'^2.1% did not respond to this particular item. Of those respond- 



ing 41 or 21.6% were administrators, 35 or 18.4% were project or program 
coordinators, 53 or 27.9% were teachers or professors, 9 or 4.7% 
were community representatives, 26 or 13*7% were students, and 22 or 
11.6% were "others.'* There were no paraprofessionals responding to 
this questionnaire. Others included: consultant, materials deyelop-^ 
ment specialist, resource librarian, and attorney, to mention just a 
few. 

The teaching profession, as indicated on first snrvey, was 
the best represented at the Institute followed by administrators. 
The least representative at the Institute was the community element. 

Suggestions for Further Analysis 
and/or Future Research 

It would be of interest to learn if any significant differences 

exist for each item among the six employment status categories. Of 

special interest would be to learn if basic differences exist between 

administrators and project coordinators on any of the 12 items.. 



further research in comparing 






TABLE 2.3 v 

SJ;!!*I ^5* -oming Bilingual Bicultural Project 

^:rrfTil?;;K:x^^"^^^^^^^^ ^^^^'^'^^ expe^tisi .n that 



Very 
Little 
I 



Very 
Much 
5 



VALUe LABEL VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
(PERCENT I 



NO RESPONSE 


0*0 


7 


3*7 


VERY LITTLE 


uoo 


1 5 


7,9 




t«00 


21 


tl»l 




3*00 


54 


28*4 




4*00 


56 


29«3 


VERY MUCH 


B«00 


37 


19«S 




TOtAL 


190 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine t^ie^relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its third stated goal which reads: 
"To provide opportunities for participants to acquire greater knowledge,* 
skills, and expertise that will enable them to influence the direction 
of Bilingual Bicultural Education*" Another intent pf the item was 
to assess the relative success of the project demonstrations. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (190) respondents 7 or 3.7% did not respond to 
this particular item. Thirty-six or 19% felt they had acquired little 
from the Friday^moming Bilingual Bicultiiral Project Demonstrations 
in terras of knowledge and expertise in the area of Bilingual Bicultural 
Education. On the other hand, 93 or 49% of the respondents felt they 
ha4 acquired greater knowledge and expertise from the proj^ect deaonstra- 
tion. Of those responding 54 or 28.4% were indifferent concerning 
, this item. ^ 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in accomplishing its third stated goal* It may also be 
concluded that the Friday morning project demonstrations were relatively 
successful* 
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TABLE 2>4 

The institute provided information eiiabling me to examine the various 
aspects of Bilingual Bicultural Evaluation in school settings with high 
concentration of ethnic minorities. 



St rongly 
Agree 
1 



Strongly 
Disagree 
5 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



A8S0LUTE 
FREQUENCY 



09ELATI VE 
FREQUENCY 
< PERCENT I 



NO RESPONSE 


0«0 


2 


Ui 


STRONGLY AGREE 


1*00 


32 


16^6 




£*00 


55 


28«9 




3« 00 


58 


30«5 




4#00 


26 


t 3#7 


STRONGLY DISAGREE 


BmOO 


I 7 


8#9 




t3TAC 


l«0 


10««0 



ERIC 
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Purpose of the Ite» 

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its first stated goal which reads: 
••To* provide participants with alternatives and options to examine the 
various aspects Of Bilingual Bicult^al Education in school settings 
with high concentrations of Mexican- American students; i^e., community 
involvement, teaching practices, teacher preparation, research, legis- 
lation and court actions." Another intent of this item was to determine 
the extent to which the Institute had provided its prfyticipants with 
knowledge in evaluating Bilingual Bicultural programs. 

Analysis of th e Results 

% — — ' — 

Of the total (190) respondwits 2 or 1.1% did not respond to 
this particular item. Of those responding 87 or 45.7% felt the 
Institute had provided information enabling them to examine the 
various aspects of Bilingual Bicultural evaluation in school settings 
with high concentration of ethnic minoi^ities. On the other hand, 
43 or 22.6% of the respondents felt the Institute had not provided 
information to examine the various aspects of Bilingual Bicultural 
evaluation in school settings. Fifty-eight or 30.5% of the respond- 
ents felt indifferent about this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute wa^ 
relatively successful in accomplishing its first stated goal. 



TABLE 2.5 

The opportunities provided by the institute should enable me to examine 
current prograas and practices of Bilingual Bicultural Education as. they 
influence public education in the U.S. ' 



Strongly 
Agree 
1 



Strongly 
Disagree 
5 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
f PERCENT) 



STRONGLr 


Agree 


1*00 


45 


23*7 






2*00 


66 


34.7 






3«00 


44 


23«2 








23 


12.1 


STRONGLY 


01 SAGREE 


5*00 


12 


6.3 






TOTAL 


190 


109.6 
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Purpose of the^ Item 

ihe intent of this item was to determine the relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its second stated goal which reads: 
"To provide opportunities for partitipants to examine current programs 
and practices of Bilingual Bi cultural Education as they influence 
public education in the United States." 

'J 

Analysis of the Results 

All 190 respondents responded to this particular item. Of 
the 190 respondents 111 or 58.4% felt that the opportunities provided 
by the Instit^^te enabled them to examine current programs and practices 
of Bilingual Bicultural Education as they influence public education 
in the United States. On the other hand, 35 or 18.4% of the respond- 
ents did not feel the In^^titi^te had provided them with the sam^ 
opportunities. Forty-four or 23.2% of the respondenj^ felt indifferent 
toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in accomplishing its second stated goal. 



TABLE 2.6 , 

The review of present and pending state BilinguS^l Bicultural Education 
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directibns 
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education*. 

Strongly Strongly 
^groe Disagree ' . 

1 2 ^ 3 4 5 • 



VALUE (.ABEI^ 



NO RESPONSE 

V 

STRONGLY AGREE 



VALVE 

I 



0*4) 
1*00 
2* 00 
3*00 
4*00 

STRONGLY DISAGREE 5*00 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



TOTAL 



I 

42 
63 
44 
27 
1 3 
190 



RELATIVE 
FREOUEWCV 
C PERCENT) 



0#S 
ZZ.l 
33«2 

14«2 



(){)fi4 



ss 
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Purpose of the Itea ' 

The inten^-"6f this item was to determine the relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its fourth stated objective which 
reads: "To review present and pending state Bilingual Bicultural 
Education ^legislation and appropriations/' 

Analysis of the Results ^ 

P Of the total (190) respondents only one or .5% did not respond 
to this particular item. There were 105 or 55.3% respondents who 
felt the Institute's review of prefent and pending state Bilingual 
Bicultural Education legislation and approp^iajtions was helpful in 
defining new directions for j.ifluencing future legislation in Bilingual 
Bicultural Education. On the other hand 40 or 21% of the respondents 
felt the Institute's reviiJw of state legislation in Bilingual Bicultural 
Education was not quite as helpful. Forty «four or 23.2% of the respond- 
ents were indifferent concerning this item.^ 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in accomplishing its fourth stated Qbjective. 



(niR5 



( 
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TABLB 2.7 



The review of present and pending national Bilingv^l l»icuituM;lv Ed\x:at£on 
legislation «nd appropriations was helbful in defining new d^ec'txons 
for influencing future legislation in filingual Bicultural Ediication. 



Strongly 
Apree^ 



Strongly 
Disagree 



/- 



VALUE LABEL 
I 

NO RESPONSE 
STRONGLY AGREE 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



0«0 

1«00 

2#00 

3«00 

4«00 



STRONGLY DISAOWEE 00 

4 



/ TOTAL 



1 

44 

60 
51 
20 
14 
190 



reliTtive 
frequency 
< percent i 



0«S 
* 23m2 
31*6 
26#S 
10«5 
7#4 
100«0 



i 
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The intent 6f this item was to determine the relative success 

of the Institute In accomplishing its fifth stated objective which 

reads: "To review present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural 

Education legislation and appropriations." f 

Analysis of the Results \ | 

Of the total (190) respondents again only one 6^ *5% did noi^ 
respond to this particular item. There were 104 or 54.8% respondents 
who felt the Institute's review of present and pending national Bilinguat 
Bicultural Education legislation and appropriations was helpful in 
defining new directions for influencing future legislation in Bilingual 
Bicultural Education. On the other hand, 34 or 17.9% of the respondents 
felt the Institute's review of national legislation was^not helpful 
for influencing future legislation ill Bilingual Bicultural Education.' 
There were 51 or 26.8% respondents who felt indifferent toward this 
item. * 



TABLE 2.8 



The institute was useful in developing new directions for influencing 
national legislatiop in Bilingual Bicultural Education for the *70^s. 



Strongly 
Agree 

1 2 



Strongly 
Disagree 

S 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



NO RESPONSE 
STRONGLY AGREE 



AOSOLUTE 
FREQUENCY 



0»0 2 

ImOO -**f? 

t«00 6 3 

3«00 41 

4«00 21 

STRONGLY DISAGREE 9« 00 II 

TOTAL 190 



relaViv« 
frequency 
< percent i 



i;i 

33m 2 
21«6 

5«8 
100«0 
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Purpose of tfie Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the relative success 
of the Institute in accomplishing its sixth stated objective which 
reads: "To develop new directions for Bilingual Bicultural Education 
in American education for the '70s which will lead to national 
legislation/* 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1.1% did not respond to 
this particular item. Of those responding 115 or 60*6% felt the 
Institute was useful in developing new directions for influencing 
national legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education for the '70s. 
On the other hand^ 32 or 16.9% of the respondents felt the Institute 
was not useful in developing, new directions for influencing national 
legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education. There were 41 or 21.6% 
of the respondents who were indifferent concerning this item. 

Givfen these results it can be said that the Institute was 
most successful in accomplishing its sixth stated objective in 
influencing Bilingual Bicultural Education for the '70s. 
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TABLE 2.9 

Th« presentations provided ne with ideas for inplementing and/or i«provin£ 
Bilingtutl Bicultural Education prograas. 



Strongly 
Agree 
1 



Strongly 
Disagree 

5 



VALUe LABEL 



VALINE 



STRONGLY AGREE 



UOO 
t«00 
9* 00 
4«00 

STRONGLY DISAGREE S* 00 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
f^REOUENCV 



37 
69 
♦ 0 
23 
21 
190 



RELATIVE 
F-REOU^NCV 
< PERCENT I 



t9*B 

36*3 

lU t 
100*0 



ERIC 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine the effisctiveness of 
the Institute's presentation in providing the participants with ideas 
for inpleraenting and/or improving Bilingual Bi cultural Education 
programs* 

Analysis of the Results 

All 190 respondents responded to this item. Of those respond- 
ing 106 or 55*8% felt the' Institute's presentations provided them with 
ideas for implementing and/or improving Bilingual Bicultural Education 
programs. On the other hand, 44 or 23*2% of the resx>ondents felt the 
Institute had not provided them with similar ideas* Forty or 21.1% 
of the respc dents wer6 indifferent toward this item* 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in providing presentations with ideas for implementing 
and/or improving Bilingual Bicultural programs to its participants. 
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TABLE 2.10 

The infor«*tion gained at this institute will enable me to be nore effective 
xn my wotk concerning bilingual bicultural education • 



Strongly 
Agree 

I 2 



Strongly 
Disagree 
5 



VALUE LABEL 

NO RESPONSE 
STRONGLY AGREE 



VALUE 



ABSOLUTE 
FREOUENCV 



RELATIVE 
FREQUENCY 
CPERCEJKTI 



••0 


2 


1*1 


1«00 


se 


30«9 


••00 


62 


32*6 


3«00 


37 


19«S 


4*00 


lA 


7.4 


•«00 


17 




TOTAL 


1«0 


100*0 
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Putp^e of the Itea ) 

The intent o?\his item was to determine whether the information 
gained at the Institute enabled the participants to become more effective s 
in their work concerning Bilingual Bicultural Education ♦ 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1.1% failed to respond 
to this particular item. A sizeable total of 120 or 63*1% of the 
respondents felt the information gained at the Institute enabled them 
to be more effective in theijr work concerning Bilingual Bicultural 
Education. On the other hand, 31 or 16 ♦ 3* of the respondents did 

not feel they had gained similar information. There were 37 or 19.5% 

/ 

of the respondents who were indifferent toward this item. 

"^ven though this particular concern was not a stated goal 
or objective of the Institute, the Institute was still quite successful 

r 

with regard to its participants in providing them with the infonuttion 
enabling them to become more effective in their work concerning Bilingual 
Bicultural Education. Given these results it can be said that the 
Institute was most successful in providing its participants such 
information. It should be noted that Item (or Table 2.9) and 
Item #8 (or Table 2.10) are referring to presentation and information 
in general. There is a higher positive response for the general overall 
information than the presentations. 
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TABLE 2.11 

The luncheon addresses provided useful information about Bilingual Bicultural 
eoucation. 



Strongly 
Agree 

1 • 



Strongly 
Disagree 
5 



VALCie LABEL 



VALUE 



NO RESPONSE 
STRONGLY AGKEE 



- t - 
0*0 
1*00 

f«eo 

3*00 
4*00 

SmOMCLV OISACACe t*oo 

TOTAL 



ABSOLUTE 
FREOUENCV 



8 
♦ 7 
64 
43 
I 2 
14 
1*0 



RELATIVE 
FREOUe»*CV 
(PERCENT I 



4*2 

24. 7 
33*7 
23.7 
6*3 
7*4 
100*0 



65 

t 

Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was to determine whether the Institute's 
luncheon addresses provided its participants with useful information 
about Bilingual Bicultural Education and to check on the format. 

Analysis of the Results 

Of the total (190) respondents 8 or 4.2% did not respond to 
this particular item. This item had the second highest number and 
percentage of ''rjo response'* of all the items in the questionnaire. 
A possible explanation is that perhaps some of these respondents did 
not attend either of the luncheons and hence were not in a position 
to comment* There were 111 or 58.4% respondents who felt the Institute* 
luncheons had provided them with useful information about Bilingual 
Bicultural Education. On^the other hand, 26 or 13.7% felt the Institute* 
luncheons "had not provided them with similar in^rmation. There 

were 4S or 23.7% of the respondents who felt i/dp^fferent towards. this 

1 

Item. 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was ^ 
successful in providing its participants via the luncheon addresses 
with useful information about Bilingual Bicultural Education. 
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TABLE 2*12 

I would like to have had the opportunity to attend other projact demonstrations < 



Strongly 
Agree 
1 



V 



VALUE LABEL 



SmONGLV AGREE 



Strongly 
Disagree 



3 


4 


5 


VALUE 


ABSOLUTE 


REL«T I VE 




FREQUENCY 


FREQUBNCV 
(PERCENT 1 


t*oo' 


1 1 4 


60.0 


2*00 


37 


19«5 


3*00 


24 


12«6 


4*00 


S 


2«6 


5«00 


1 0 


S«3 


VOTAL 


t90 


tOOi«0 . 
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Purpose of the Item 

The intent of this item was t8 determine whether the participant 
would have liked to attend other project demonstrations. This item 
was also intended to provide the architects with feedback f^-om the 
participants on the scheduling of project demonstrations to help them 
in planning future institutes. 

Analysis of the Results 

All 190 respondent^kjesponded to this item. A grand total 
of 151 or 79.5% of the respondents would have liked to have had the 
opportunity tb attend other project demonstrations. On the other 
hand, only 15 or 1.9% of the respondents felt they had no need for 
a similar opportunity. There were 24 or 12*6\ of the respondents 
who felt indifferent toward this item. 

Given these results it can be said ;that a high percentage 
(79.5%) of the respondents would have liked the opportunity to 
attend other project demonstrations. Architects planning future 
institutes might consider scheduling project demonstrations in * 
such a way so as to maximize the availability of demonstrations 
to participants given the prescribed time and economic parameters. 

% 
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TABLE^2.13 

11. The institute fulfilled my expectEtionV. 

St rongly 
^ Agree 

1 2-3 



Strongly 
Disagree 
5 



VALUE LABEL 



VALUE 



NO RESPONSE 
STRONGLY AGREE 



0«0 
1^00 
2m 00 
3« 00 
4. 00 

STRONGLY DISAGREE 5# 00 

TOTAL 



absolute 
Frequency 



2 
45 
63 
43 
21 
1 6 
190 



RELATIVE 
^REOUCMCV 
CPER^CENTI 



l«t 

23*7 
33*2 
22«6 

100«0 



ERIC 
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Purpose of t he Item ^ 

The intent of this item was to determine if the. Institute 
was successful in fulfilling the participants* expectations. One 
cannot determine what the individual participant's expectations were 
by the nature of this item. However, whatever the participants' 
expectations of the Institute were, this item attempts to assess 
th*^ extent to which the Institute fulfilled such expectations. 

Analysis of the Results ^ 

*• 

Of the total (190) respondents 2 or 1,1% did not respond to 
this particular item* There were 108 or 56,9% of the respondents 
who felt their particular expectations had been fulfilled by the 
Institute. On the other hand, 37 or 19.S%\of the respondents felt^ 
the Institute had not fulfilled their expectations. The remainder 
43 or 22.6% of the respondents felt j^ndiffereivb. concerning this 
item. ♦ 

Given these results it can be said that the Institute was 
successful in fulfilling the varied expectations of a high percentage 
(56.9%) of the participants. | 

/ • 



TABLE 2.14 

My overall impression of the institute is: 





Pirr^Al 1 Ant* 






Poor 




1 2 


3 


4 


5 




* 












VALUE 


ABSOLUTE 


RELATIVE 








FREOU^NCY 


FREQUENCY 










f PERCENT) 








\ ) 






NO RESPONSE 


0«0 




0*5 




EXCELLENT 


1* 00 


56 ' 


29*5 






Art 


T\ 


37# 4 






3*00 


40 


21*1 






4»00 

• 


14 


T#4 




f^OR 


5«00 


8 


4*2 






TOTAL/ 


190 


I00#0 













lOHQ 
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hurpmk of the Institute 

The intent of this item was to assess the participants* overall 
ifnptession of the Institute.* 

Analysis of the Results 

^ Of the total (190) respondents only one or .5% did not respond 

to this pjBtrticular item. There were 127 or 66.9% of the respondents 
who had a favofabl^ ^overall impression of the Institute. On the 
other hand, only 22 6r 11.6% of the respondents had an unfavorable 
impression of the Institute. Forty or 21.1% of the respondents ^ felt 
♦ indifferent ^toyard this item. 

.Given these results it can be said that a high percentage 
(66.9%) of the participants had a favorable overall impression of 
^ the Institute. In this resp«*ct it can be stated that the National 
Bilingual Bicultural Institute was a success so far as the great 
majority of the participants are concerned. 



Item #13 of the Sujnmative_ Evaluation Questionnaire reads as 
follows: **Please state any comments you would^ like to express with 
rega^s to the Institute/* 

s 

Of the total (190) respondents 72 or 37i did not respond to 

this particular item. Those who responded made comments that were 

positive, negative and/ar suggested recommendations. Thiie followin- 

is representative of the positive comments made concerning the Institut 

A fantastic advancement in the realization of an almost impos- 
sible dream. 

It's been (long) overdue , need more things like this. 

It^is good, great rather, that legislators and national 
government figures were present. I ask where was the most 
important element represented directly , the BARRIO in other 
words? 

The architects deserve congratulations. 

Psychological atmosphere very conducive, hospitality great* 

The institute was excellently planned and organized* I 
learned a great deal from the institute. 0 

Very impressive, business-like, and informative. Entertain* 

ment wa^s fabulous! 

' ' ... 

A chance for communication at all levels of participation. 

The organization of the institute wasf outstanding. 

Overall — an e;^ellent institute and Aeeded. 
t 

Felicitaciones a Rupert, Tomas, y Henry. Please send this 
leadership to the Southern Arizona area. 

Good conference, I hope there is a follow-up. ^ 

Most speakers were very effective and informative. 

Suggest greater and continued political involvement at all 
levels to realize immediate and long range goals. 



Typical of the negative comments made by the respondents 

concerning the Institute include the following: 

(Institute) lacked some org^ization, time-wise. 
♦ 

Special education as usual was not .given enough recognition. 

Presentations — top heavy with administrators. 

Too much .male^dt)minated, more here than any other conference* 

Accommodations were terrible as far as service and eating 
facilities. 

The denfonstrations were all held simultaneous ly--no opportunity 
to attend more than one. 

Organization for presentations very poor. 

Make an attempt to start meetings on time. 

This conference is not concerned with the cominunity or it 
would have invited the community to the conference. 

Time overruns were too common. 

I was disappointed with the fact that some panelists did 
not show up. 

The institute was too political in nature. 'Hiere was too 
much emphasis on big name participants. 

Tlie recommendations are outlined in the ensuing chapter* 



PARTICIPANTS' RECOMMENDATIONS 



A number of recommendations concerning the Institute were 

offered by many of the respondeats. Some of the recommendations 

listed below were offered more than onc|b- It is important to note 

that these recommendations come from the Institute participants 

themselves. The recoirgnendations are as follows: 

A forum made up of teachers in the field from a niunber 
of states (New Mexico, California, Texas, Arizona, Colorado, 
etc.) to discuss in detail particular things they have seen 
or done that demonstrate genuine practicality for others to 
benefit from. 

\ 

The general session of Saturday should have been one of the 
first to be held, not the last. 

You should have included more ethnic minorities as ^speakers 
(Orientals, Indians) . 

We need to have more panel discussions in regards to Bilingual 
Bicultural Education by people who have such programs. 

One should be held in the East Coast for a stronger concerted 
effort among the Spanish-speaking. 

More exhibits would have been helpful, especially from project 
sites. 

NEA needs to commit more to the Chicano and provide funds 
for Chicano caucus and yearly conferences covering educational 
problems of Chicanos. 

We need research in all aspects of bilingual education, 
something people seem to be deathly afraid of. 

Next conference should aim at political legislative actions. 

All members of the NEA Executive Committee should be sent 
a personal letter, signed by the conference coordinates^-comiriending 
them for their support and expressing hope for continued cooperation 
with RAZA groups. 

NEA needs to make or develop a lobby group at the national 
level for Bilingual Bicultural Education. 



75 



As a leadership development organization the Niitional Education 
Task Force de la Raza should promote visibility of Chicanas by 
giving them more important roles in this institute, 

■4. 

Resolutions adopted and position papers should be published 
shortly thereafter with a specific action plan for implementation* 
The same should be mailed to participants and mass media channels, 
politicians and government officials. 

Wider dissemination of the institute should've been made. 

Institutes of this nature be extended to at least a wee)< in 
length instead of 2 1/2 days. /Don't add to the agenda, just 
provide more time for interaction in the different work labs even 
if some have to be repeated to provide opportunity for all to . 
attend more than one lab. 

Would like to voice a request for a Midwest conference since 
ouix problems are different than those of the Southwes:. 

Needed more information and materials on teacher training. 

Smaller groups wherever possible. 

(1) That the institute be held yearly. Things are moving 
too fast. (2) A positive action on the part of the institute 
be arrived at, agreed to, and carried out, then brought back at 
the next conference. (3) Regional conferences be set up. 

More time could have been spent in two areas: teacher training 
programs and legislation (lobbying). 

Next institute should provide for ^a concentrated look at 
implementation techniques to be used at local levels. 

A list of all the persons attending the institute should have 
been provided by Friday. 

Why not invite the schools to display their materials and 
even present demonstrations of the actual teaching of bilingual 
education. 

A model bill for state bilingual programs should be developed 
and disseminated by the Task Force, based on the legal and educa- 
tional principles set forth in the conference. 



>76 

t 



SUMMARY 

Two evaluation instruments were administered at the National 
Bilingual Bicultural Institute. The results for both instruments 
are briefly summarized.* The results of the Formative Evaluatien 
Questionnaire based on the 220 respondents are as follows: 

Table 1.1 

Sex: There were 51,4% males, 47,7% females, and .9% did not 
re'jpond to this item- 

Table 1.2 

Employment Status: The participants included 31.8% teachers 
or profesj^ors, 20% administrators, 16. 8*"- project coordinators, 11.4% 
students, 3.2% community representatives, 1,8% paraprofessionals , and 
14. S% ^'others.** Not responding to this item were .5% of the respondents. 

Table 1.3 

Level of Participation in Bilingual Bicultural Programs: 
The participants included 26.4% from elementary school, 16.8% from 
college or university, 7.7% from secondary school, 4.1% from the 
district, 3.6% from th# state, 2.7% from the federal, 2.3% from the 
community, and 7.3% from **other.** There were 19.1% who participate 
in more than one level, 7.7% were not applicable to this item, and 
2.3% did not respond to this item. 



*Since the administration of both instnoments was to the 
entire population of the Institute present at the time of admmistrat lom, 
it can be said that the findings can be general ired to Include all the 
participants at the Institute. 
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Table I A 

Spanish/English language development program: There were 
46*4% of the participants engaged in a Language Maintenance Program 
as compared to 12*7% engaged in a Transitional Program. A sizeable 
33.6% were not directly involved in a bilingual program. 

Table 1.5 

Knowledgeable of 1966 Tucson Conference: There were 25% 
who felt they were knowledgeable, 41.9% felt they were not knowledgeable 
and 33.2% felt indifferent toward this item. 

Table 1.6 

Institute provided information on Bilingual Bicultural Education 
since 1966: There were 37.3% who felt the Institute had provided them 
with much data, 25.5% felt they had been provided with little data, 
and 36.4% felt indifferent. 

Table 1.7 

Exemplary projects attended: The attendance at the exemplary 
projects included: elementary school, 25.5%; teacher training, 23.6%; 
preschool, 10.5%; secondary, 9-1%; community college, 6.4%; middle 
school, 3.2%; and 13.6% attended more than one exemplary project. 

Table 1.8 

Exemplary projects provided knowledge on Bilingual Bicultural 
Education: lliere were 29.6% who felt the exemplary projects had provided 
them with knowledge, 28.2% felt they had been provided with little 
knowledge, and 33*51 felt indifferent o 
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Table 1.9 ^ 

Work Labs Attended: The attendance at the Work Labs included: 
State tegislative Action, 35.0%, Court Action^ 17.7%;, Community Action, 
16.8%; National Legislative Action, 13.6%; Administrative Action, 
6.8%; and Association Action, 4.5%, * , 

Table 1.10 

X. 

Work Labs provided knowledge on Bilingual Bicultural Education: 

/ 

There were 46.8% who felt the Work Labs had providecTthem with knowledge, 
18.2% felt they had been provided with little knowledge, and 31*8% 
felt indifferent toward this item. 

Table 1.11 

Bilingual Bicultural Education a continuous program: There 
were 89.5% who felt that Bilingual Bicultural Education should be 
a continuous program from elementary through high school, 5,9% felt 
it should not be a continuous program, and 2.3% felt indifferent toward 
this item. ^ 

Table 1.12 

Priority in recruitment and hiring of Spanish-speaking teachers: 
There were 55.9% who felt the recruitment and hiring bf Spaiitish^-speaking 
teachers should have a high priority, to 21.3% it was less of a priority 
arid 17.7% felt indifferent. 
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Table 1.15 / 

Priority on teachers* personal qualities in teacher preparation: 
There were 81.3% who felt that teachejs* personal qualities be a 
high priority in teacher preparation for bilingual programs, 4.5% 
agreed on a low priority, and 10.9% were indifferent. 

J 

Table 1.14 

Priority on teachers' knowledge cf children in teacher preparation 
There were 95% who felt that teachers* krowledge of children's background 
be a high priority in teacher preparation for bilingxial programs, 1.4% 
agreisd on a low priority, and *9% felt iudifferent. 

Table 1.15 

Priority on skills in the teaching process in teacher preparation; 
There were 85% who felt that skilis in the teaching process be a high., 
priority in teacher preparation for bilingual programs, 4.6% agreed 
on a low priority, and 5.9% felt J.ndifferent . 

Table 1.16 

Priority on teacher being bilingual in teacher preparation : 
There were 90.5% who felt that the teacher be bilingual as a high 
priority in teacher preparation for bilingulal programs, 2.3% agreed 
on a low priority, and 5.9% felt indifferent toward this item. 
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The second evaluation instrument administered at the Institute 

S 

was the Suhmative Evaluation Questionnaire. The results based on 190 

i 

respondents are briefly sximraarized as follows: 
Table 2 1 

Ethnic The participants identified themselves as 44.7% 

Chicanes, 21.6% Mexican-Americans, 9.5% Anglos, and 17.4% "others," 
Not responding to this item were 6.8% of the respondents. 

I able 2.2 

Employment Status: A high positive correlation exists between 
these figures and those of Table 1.2. (Refer to Table 1.2.) 

Table 2.3 

Project Demonst)?ations provided knowledge on Bilingual 8 i cultural 
Education: There were 49% who felt the Friday morning national project 
dera*mst rat ions had provided them with greater knowledge on Bilingual 
Bicultural Education, 19% felt they had acquired little knowledge 
from the demonstrations, and 28*4% felt indifferent. 

Table 2.4 

Institute provides information on Bilingual Bicultural Evaluation 
mere were 45. ?\ who felt the Institute had provided them with informa- 
tion on evaluating Bilingual Bicultural ppo^rams, 22.6% felt they had 

not received similar information, and 30.5% felt indifferent toward 

? 

this item* 
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Ta ble 2.5 

Institute provided opportunities to examine Bilingual Bicultural 
programs: Hie re were 58,4% who felt^ the oj^portunities had been provided 
18,4% felt the opportunities had not been provided, and 2^.2% felt 
indifferent toward this item. 

Table 2>6 > ^ - ' 

Review of state Bilingual Bicultural Education legislation 
helpful: There were 55. 3% who felt the review of state Bilingual 
Bicultural Education legislation was helpful in defining new directions 
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education, 
21% felt the review was not helpful, and 23.2% were indifferent. 

Table 2.7 

ew of national Bilingual Bicultural Education legislation 
helpful: There were 54.8% who felt the review of national Bilingual 
Bicultural Education legislation was helpful in defining new directions 
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education, 
17.9% felt the review was not helpful, and 26.8% were indifferent. 

Table 2.8 

Institu^iOs^useful for influencing legislation in Bilingual 
Bicultural Education for the •70s: There were 60.6% who felt the 
Institute was useful in develi^plng new directions for influencing 
legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education for the *70$, 16.9% 
felt th4 Institute had not been useful in this respect, and 21.6% 
felt indifferent. i 
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Table 2.9- 

Presentations provided ideas for improving Bilingiial Bicultural 
programs Thexe were 55 .8% who felt the Institute's presentations ^ 
provided them with ideas for improving Bilingual Bicultural programs, 
23.2% felt similar ideis had not been provided them, and 21.1% were 
indifferent. 

Table 2.10 

Information will enable me to be m re effective in Bilingual 
Bicultural Education: There Were ^^3.1% who felt the information gained 
would finable them to be more effective in Bilingual Bicultural Education 
16.3% did not feel the information would help them be more effective, 
and 19.5% felt indifferent. ^ 

Table 2,11 

It 

Luncheon addresses provided useful informations There were 
58.4% who felt the luncheon addresses had provided them with useful 
information, 13.7% felt the luncheon addresses had not provided them 
with useful information,^ and 23.7% felt indifferent toward this item. 

Table 2.12 

Opportunity tol attend other project demonstrations: There 

were 79.5% who would h|ive liked the opportunity to attend other project 

I 

demonstrations, 7,9% d|id not have a need for a similar opportunity, 
and 12.6% felt indifferent. 



Table 2.13 

Insticute fulfilled participants' expectations: There were 
56,9% who felt their expectations had been fulfilled, 19,5% felt 

\ J 

their expectations had not been fulfilled, and 22,6% felt indifferent. 
Table 2,14 

Participants' overall impression of the Institute: There were 
«r«6,9% who had a favo^raMj^^verall impression of the Institute, 11,6% 
had an unfavorable impresirfon, and 21A% were indifferent. 
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I 

At best the National Bilingual Bicultural Institute can be 
said to have been a qualified success. It was a success in that, 
according to the participants who submitted evaluation forms, the 
Institute accomplished its three stated goals. The Institute was 
also very successful in^accomplishing five of itssix stated objectives. 
Unfortunately, the Institute was not so successful in accomplishing 
its second stated objective, Item #2 of the Formative Evaluation 
Questionnaire. 

The Institute was an unqualified success in that it attracted 
approximately 1,300 participants from 25 states, Washington, D.C. 
and Mexico. Also a high percentage of the participants felt that 
their respective expectations concerning the Institute had been ful- 
filled. An even higher percentage of the participants indicated 
they had an excellent overall impression of the Institute. The 
architects of the Institute, Dr. Henry Casso and Sr. Tomas Villarreal, 
did an excellent job in designing the Institute as is reflected by 
the results of this ^valuation, One of the participant's comments 
concerning the Institute read, "A fantastic advancement in the realiza- 
tion of an almost impossible dream.*' This participant captured the 
mood of the .majority of the participants attending the Institute. 

A list of recommendations as proposed by the participants 
is enclosed* Some of the recommendations might be seriously considered 
in planning future institutes of this nature. 



Joseph 0. Garcia 
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APPENDIX A 

> POfcMATi ^ LVALUATIM^ QUESTIONNAIRE OF 
THE NATIONJAL B!,LINGuAl BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 



B. EmployoTient Stctvr: (check the rrjost appropriate res^jonse) 

... _Admini8trator Para Professional 

Project/Program Coordinator Community Representative 



^Teacher or Professor Student 

Other (specify) 



C. Level oi Participation in Bilinguail Blcultural Programs: 

_ Elemental^ School College/University Other (specify) 

Middle School Community 

Secondary School State ~" 

District Federal "~ 



^Not Applicable 



D. Ch^|k. the statement belofw which best describes your bilingual program with 
regard to Spanish/English language development. 

^' Lan^ua^e Maintenance Program (The instructional program is 

designed to develop and expgind the two languages and related 
cultures throughout the course of the program.) 

2- Transitio nal Program (Spanish is used in the instructional 

program for the Spanish-speaking child, as a "bridge** to 
learning English. Once the child has achieved an ^adequatet 
H command of English, Spanish is dropped from his, instructional 

program, ) 

^ 3. Not directly involved in a bilingual program. 



(Please circle the numerical res^)onse that best approximates your choice,) 

1, To what extent are you now knowledgeable of the rationale, conf^t^rence activities 
and recommendations of the 1966 Tucson Conference, ' * 

Not 

Knowledgeable 

1 2 3 4 

2. To what extent has the institute provided you information concerning important 
activities in Bilingual Bicultural Education since 1966. 

Very \ Very 

Little 

1 2.3 4 5 




86 

W u 4 '.^ K I'. »:» I t h t 5 I o- * i L' Lis ii a 1 b i c u 1 1 u- r a 1 e xeirap la r y p CO j t s 31 d you a 1 1 en d ? , 

i'^'-^'Scliool Secottdary School 

iJleiaentary School * ^Goaimunity College 

Middle School Teacher Training 



To what ekternt has the eKcnitii^laiy project provided ygit with greater kno^/^^ledge 
and expertise Iti that area ot bilingual hicultural education. 



^-^ Very Very 

Little Much 
1 2 3 4 5 

!). Which of the lolloi^ing V/ork Labs did you attend? (check only one) 

t4at ional Legislati\re Action A ssociation Action 

_ State L-jgiBlative Action Court Action 



AJminjat rative Action Community Action 

To what £:xtent has the Work Lab provided you with greater knowledge and expertise 
concerning major developments in Bilingual Bicultural Education, 

Very * Very 

Little Much 
1 2 .3 4 5 

The bilingual bicultural fi^gram of instruction should be conceived as a 
contlnuouf* program from pn chool to high school. 

Strongly Strongly 
Agree Disagree 
1 2 3 4 3 

Recruitment and hiring of Spanish- speak i.ng teachers is a high priority in mv 
dlKttict or project area. 

Strongly Strongly 
Agree ^JJisagree 
^1 2 3 4 5 

!n prepa|fation of teachers for bilingual programs, what priority should be 
given to the following: ^ 

High Low 
Priority Priority 

(a) the personal qualities of the teacher, 12 3 4 5 

(b) The teacher's knowledge of children 
and appreciation of the cultural 
environment of the community from 



which their students derive, 1 ' 2 3 
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(c) Skills in the teaching process, 1(2 3 4 

(d) That the teacher be bilingual, 1 \ 2 3 4 




APPENDIX B 

A SUMMATIVE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE OF 
THE NATIONAL BILINGUAL BICULTURAL INSTITUTE 



Bthhic I.D. 



Employment Status: ^rh^ck the most appropriate response) 

Administrator Para Professional 

Project /Program Coordinator Community Representative 



JTeacher or Professor Student 
Other (specify) 



1. To what Qxtent did the Friday morning Bilingual Bicultural Project 
Demonstrations provide you with greater .nowledge and expertise in that 
area of bilingual bicultural education? 

. ♦ ■ 

1 Very Very - 

Little Much 

1 2 3 4-5 

2. The institute provided information enabling me to examine the various 
aspects of Bilingual Bicultural Evaluation in school settings with high 
concentration of ethnic minorities. 

Strongly • / Strongly 

Agree Disagree 
1 2 3 4 5 

3. The opportunities* provided by the institute should enable me to examine 
current programs and practices of Bilingual Bicultural Education as they 
influence public education in the U.S. 

4 

Strongly Strongly 
Agree Disagree 
1 2 3 4 5 

4. The review of present and pending state Bilingual Bicultural Education 
legislation and appropriations jtas helpful in defining new directions 
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education. 

Strongly Strongly 
^8^®® Disagree 
1 2 3 4 5 

5. The review of present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural Education 
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions 
for influencing future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural Education. 

Strongly Strongly 
Agree Disagree 

1 2 3 4 
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The institute w^s useful in developing new directions for influehcing 
national legislation in Bilingual Bxcultural Education for the 'ZO's. 

Sti;ongiy . ,^ Strongly 



Agree . • '""Disagree 

^1 2 ' 3 4^/5 



7. Jhe presentatioi)s provided me with ideas for implementing and/or improving"^ 
.^ilingual Bicultural Edyj^tion programs^ 

Strongly Strongly 
% Agree • ^ Disagree 

1 t 3 -4 .5 

8. The information* gained at this institute will enable me to be" more effective 
in my work concerning bilingual bicultural education. , 

t Strongly . Strongly 

. ^ Agree * ^ Disagree • / 

^-^^2,3- 4 5 . 

•9. The luncheon addresses provided useful informa^tion ^bout Bilingual BicuKurIk • 
Hducatio'n. ' * 

\ ' ^ Strongly v Strongly 

X ^ Agree . . Disagree 

/ 1 2 3 4 5 

10. I would like to have had the opportunity to attend other project demonstrations. 

Strongly * Stfongly \^ 

Agree * ^ Disagree 

1 2 3 4 5 

11. The institute fulfilled my expectations . - ^ "^^V-ir , 

f Strongly ^ Strongly . 

Agree Disagree 

1 2 3 4 ^. 5 

12. My overall impression of the institute is: 

Excellent Poor ^ 

1 2 3 4 5 

13. - Please state any comments you would like to express with, regards to the 

institute. 

{ * ■ 
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A 'J^^^•ivrlVI•: evaluation questionnaire of 

ULL NMIONAL BILINGUAL BICUCTURAL INSTITUTE 



STITUr 



Eth-uc l.O. . ' ' 

— ; ^ 

ErapLpyinent Status: - (cK«ck the most appropriate response)* ^ 

Administrator \^ * \. C P ara Professional 

^Project/Program Lodrdinatof * C ommunity Representative 

Tj?acher or Professor Student t 

i O ther (specify) . * ' "^'^ 



1: To what extent did the Friday/fnoming Bilingual Bicultural^ Project • 
Demonstrations provide you with greater knowledge and expertise in that 
area of bilingual bicultural education? * 

^Very ^ Very 
Llnie ^ ' Much . . , 

2. The institute provided information enabling mewto examine the various 
aspects of^ilingual Biciiltyr^l Evaluation in schooU settings with high 
concentration of ethnic "i^ino^ri ties . A ; ' ^ 

- Strongly \ Strongly 

^ Agree Disagree 

1^2 .3 ^4 5 

3* The opportunities provided by the institute should enab\^ me to examine 
current :projjraps and practices of Bilingual BiculturaV Efducation as they 
influence public education in"the U.S. 



Strongly Strongl^ 
Agree Disagree 

1 2 3^4 \ 



4. The review of present and pending state Bilingual Bicultural Education, 
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions/ 
for influencinj; future legislation in Bilingual Bicultural EducationT 

^ Strongly Strongly 

\ Agree ^* Disagree * 

_/ 1 ,2 3 4 5 

$• The review of present and pending national Bilingual Bicultural Education 
legislation and appropriations was helpful in defining new directions 
for influencing^ future legislation in Bilinguat Bicultural Education. 



Strdrtgly j Sfrongly 

Agree A Disagree 
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